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initiated a dialogue, facilitated by the Vati-
can, in an effort to pursue a negotiated solu-
tion to the country’s political, economic, so-
cial, and humanitarian crisis: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) expresses its profound concern about
widespread shortages of essential medicines
and basic food products faced by the people
of Venezuela, and urges President Maduro to
permit the delivery of humanitarian assist-
ance;

(2) calls on the Government of Venezuela
to immediately release all political prisoners
and to respect internationally recognized
human rights;

(3) supports meaningful efforts towards a
dialogue that leads to respect for Ven-
ezuela’s constitutional mechanisms and re-
solves the country’s political, economic, so-
cial, and humanitarian crisis;

(4) affirms its support for OAS Secretary
General Almagro’s invocation of Article 20 of
the Inter-American Democratic Charter and
urges the OAS Permanent Council, which
represents all of the organization’s member
states, to undertake a collective assessment
of the constitutional and democratic order in
Venezuela;

(5) calls on the Government of Venezuela
to ensure the neutrality and professionalism
of all security forces and to respect the Ven-
ezuelan people’s rights to freedom of expres-
sion and assembly;

(6) calls on the Government of Venezuela
to halt its efforts to undermine the principle
of separation of powers, its circumvention of
the democratically elected legislature, and
its subjugation of judicial independence;

(7) stresses the urgency of strengthening
the rule of law and increasing efforts to com-
bat impunity and public corruption in Ven-
ezuela, which has bankrupted a resource-rich
country, fuels rising social tensions, and
contributes to elevated levels of crime and
violence; and

(8) urges the President of the United States
to provide full support for OAS efforts in
favor of constitutional and democratic solu-
tions to the political impasse, and to in-
struct appropriate Federal agencies to hold
officials of the Government of Venezuela ac-
countable for violations of United States law
and abuses of internationally recognized
human rights.

—————

SENATE RESOLUTION 36—AUTHOR-
IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
SENATE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN
AFFAIRS

Mr. HOEVEN submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; from the Committee
on Indian Affairs; which was referred
to the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration:

S. RES. 36

Resolved, That, in carrying out its powers,
duties and functions imposed by section 105
of S. Res. 4, agreed to February 4, 1977 (95th
Congress), and in exercising the authority
conferred on it by that section, the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs is authorized from
March 1, 2017, through September 30, 2017;
October 1, 2017, through September 30, 2018;
and October 1, 2018, through February 28,
2019, in its discretion (1) to make expendi-
tures from the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate, (2) to employ personnel, and (3) with the
prior consent of the Government department
or agency concerned and the Committee on
Rules and Administration, to use on a reim-
bursable, or non-reimbursable, basis the
services of personnel of any such department
or agency.

SEC. 2. (a) The expenses of the committee
for the period March 1, 2017, through Sep-
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tember 30, 2017, under this resolution shall
not exceed $1,184,317.00, of which amount (1)
not to exceed $20,000 may be expended for the
procurement of the services of individual
consultants, or organizations thereof (as au-
thorized by section 202(i) of the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946, as amended), and
(2) not to exceed $20,000 may be expended for
the training of professional staff of such
committee (under procedures specified by
section 202(j) of the Legislative Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946).

(b) For the period October 1, 2017, through
September 30, 2018, expenses of the com-
mittee under this resolution shall not exceed
$2,030,258.00, of which amount (1) not to ex-
ceed $20,000 may be expended for the procure-
ment of the services of individual consult-
ants, or organizations thereof (as authorized
by section 202(i) of the Legislative Reorga-
nization Act of 1946, as amended), and (2) not
to exceed $20,000 may be expended for the
training of professional staff of such com-
mittee (under procedures specified by section
202(j) of the Legislative Reorganization Act
of 1946).

(c) For the period October 1, 2018, through
February 28, 2019, expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall not exceed
$845,941.00, of which amount (1) not to exceed
$20,000 may be expended for the procurement
of the services of individual consultants, or
organizations thereof (as authorized by sec-
tion 202(i) of the Legislative Reorganization
Act of 1946, as amended), and (2) not to ex-
ceed $20,000 may be expended for the training
of professional staff of such committee
(under procedures specified by section 202(j)
of the Legislative Reorganization Act of
1946).

SEC. 3. The committee shall report its find-
ings, together with such recommendations
for legislation as it deems advisable, to the
Senate at the earliest practicable date, but
not later than February 28, 2019.

SEC. 4. Expenses of the committee under
this resolution shall be paid from the contin-
gent fund of the Senate upon vouchers ap-
proved by the Chairman of the committee,
except that vouchers shall not be required (1)
for the disbursement of the salaries of em-
ployees paid at an annual rate, or (2) for the
payment of telecommunications provided by
the Office of the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate, or (3) for the
payment of stationery supplies purchased
through the Keeper of the Stationery, United
States Senate, or (4) for payments to the
Postmaster, United States Senate, or (5) for
the payment of metered charges on copying
equipment provided by the Office of the Ser-
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper, United
States Senate, or (6) for the payment of Sen-
ate Recording and Photographic Services, or
(7) for payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, United States Senate.

SEC. 5. There are authorized such sums as
may be necessary for agency contributions
related to the compensation of employees of
the committee from March 1, 2017, through
September 30, 2017; October 1, 2017, through
September 30, 2018; and October 1, 2018,
through February 28, 2019, to be paid from
the Appropriations account for Expenses of
Inquiries and Investigations.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 37—AUTHOR-
IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELA-
TIONS

Mr. CORKER submitted the following
resolution; from the Committee on
Foreign Relations; which was referred
to the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration:
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S. RES. 37

Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

In carrying out its powers, duties, and
functions under the Standing Rules of the
Senate, in accordance with its jurisdiction
under rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, including holding hearings, report-
ing such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of
rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Foreign Relations (in
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘com-
mittee’’) is authorized from March 1, 2017
through February 28, 2019, in its discretion,
to—

(1) make expenditures from the contingent
fund of the Senate;

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and
the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2017.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2017 through
September 30, 2017 under this resolution
shall not exceed $3,889,028, of which
amount—

(1) not to exceed $150,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(1))); and

(2) not to exceed $20,000 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2017 through September 30,
2018 under this resolution shall not exceed
$6,666,904, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $150,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $20,000 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(c) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2019.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2018 through February
28, 2019 under this resolution shall not exceed
$2,777,877, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $150,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $20,000 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

The committee shall report its findings,
together with such recommendations for leg-
islation as it deems advisable, to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, but not later
than February 28, 2019.

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers
shall not be required for—
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(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate;

(B) the payment of telecommunications
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at
Arms and Doorkeeper;

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery;

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

(E) the payment of metered charges on
copying equipment provided by the Office of
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper;

(F') the payment of Senate Recording and
Photographic Services; or

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper.

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations
account for ‘‘Expenses of Inquiries and Inves-
tigations” of the Senate such sums as may
be necessary for agency contributions re-
lated to the compensation of employees of
the committee—

(1) for the period March 1,
September 30, 2017;

(2) for the period October 1,
September 30, 2018; and

(3) for the period October 1,
February 28, 2019.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 38—RECOG-
NIZING JANUARY 30, 2017, AS
“FRED KOREMATSU DAY OF
CIVIL LIBERTIES AND THE CON-
STITUTION”

Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr.
SCHATZ, Mr. BROWN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
Ms. CANTWELL, Ms. WARREN, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. KAINE,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. COONS, and Mr. DUR-
BIN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. REs. 38

Whereas, on January 30, 1919, Fred
Toyosaburo Korematsu was born in Oakland,
California, to Japanese immigrants;

Whereas Fred Korematsu graduated from
Oakland High School in 1937 and attempted
to enlist in the military twice but was un-
able to do so because his selective service
classification was changed to enemy alien,
even though Fred Korematsu was a United
States citizen;

Whereas Fred Korematsu trained as a
welder and worked as a foreman at the docks
in Oakland until the date on which he and
all Japanese Americans were fired;

Whereas, on December 7, 1941, Japan at-
tacked the military base in Pearl Harbor,
Hawaii, causing the United States to declare
war against Japan;

Whereas, on February 19, 1942, President
Franklin D. Roosevelt signed Executive
Order 9066 (7 Fed. Reg. 1407 (February 25,
1942)), which authorized the Secretary of War
to prescribe military areas—

(1) from which any or all people could be
excluded; and

(2) with respect to which, the right of any
person to enter, remain in, or leave would be
subject to any restriction the Military Com-
mander imposed in his discretion;

Whereas, on May 3, 1942, the Lieutenant
General of the Western Command of the
Army issued Civilian Exclusion Order 34
(May 3, 1942) (referred to in this preamble as
the ¢‘Civilian Exclusion Order’’) directing
that all people of Japanese ancestry be re-
moved from designated areas of the West
Coast after May 9, 1942, because people of
Japanese ancestry in the designated areas
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were considered to pose a threat to national
security;

Whereas Fred Korematsu refused to com-
ply with the Civilian Exclusion Order and
was arrested on May 30, 1942;

Whereas, after his
Korematsu—

(1) was held in squalor for 2 %2 months in
the Presidio stockade in San Francisco, Cali-
fornia;

(2) was convicted on September 8, 1942, of
violating the Civilian Exclusion Order and
sentenced to 5 years of probation; and

(3) was detained at Tanforan Assembly
Center, a former horse racetrack used as a
holding facility for Japanese Americans be-
fore he was exiled with his family to the
Topaz internment camp in the State of Utah;

Whereas more than 120,000 Japanese Amer-
icans were similarly detained, with no
charges brought and without due process, in
10 permanent War Relocation Authority
camps located in isolated desert areas of the
States of Arizona, Arkansas, California, Col-
orado, Idaho, Utah, and Wyoming;

Whereas the people of the United States
subject to the Civilian Exclusion Order lost
their homes, livelihoods, and the freedoms
inherent to all people of the United States;

Whereas Fred Korematsu unsuccessfully
challenged the Civilian Exclusion Order as it
applied to him and appealed the decision of
the United States District Court to the
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth
Circuit, which sustained his conviction;

Whereas Fred Korematsu was subsequently
confined with his family in the internment
camp in Topaz, Utah, for 2 years, and during
that time, Fred Korematsu appealed his con-
viction to the Supreme Court of the United
States;

Whereas, on December 18, 1944, the Su-
preme Court of the United States issued
Korematsu v. United States, 323 U.S. 214
(1944), which—

(1) upheld the conviction of
Korematsu by a vote of 6 to 3; and

(2) concluded that Fred Korematsu was re-
moved from his home not based on hostility
toward him or other Japanese Americans but
because the United States was at war with
Japan and the military feared a Japanese in-
vasion of the West Coast;

Whereas, in his dissenting opinion in
Korematsu v. United States, 323 U.S. 214
(1944), Justice Frank Murphy called the Ci-
vilian Exclusion Order the ‘‘legalization of
racism’’;

Whereas Fred Korematsu continued to
maintain his innocence for decades following
World War II, and his conviction hampered
his ability to gain employment;

Whereas, in 1982, legal historian Peter
Irons and researcher Aiko Yoshinaga-Herzig
gained access to Government documents
under section 552 of title 5, United States
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Freedom of
Information Act’), that indicate that while
the case of Fred Korematsu was before the
Supreme Court of the United States, the
Federal Government misled the Supreme
Court of the United States and suppressed
findings that Japanese Americans on the
West Coast were not security threats;

Whereas, in light of the newly discovered
information, Fred Korematsu filed a writ of
error coram nobis with the United States
District Court for the Northern District of
California, and on November 10, 1983, United
States District Judge Marilyn Hall Patel
issued her decision in Korematsu v. United
States, 584 F. Supp. 1406 (N.D. Cal. 1984),
that—

(1) overturned the conviction of Fred
Korematsu;

(2) concluded that, at the time that senior
Government officials presented their case be-
fore the Supreme Court of the United States
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in 1944, the senior Government officials knew
there was no factual basis for the claim of
military necessity for the Civil Exclusion
Order; and

(3) stated that although the decision of the
Supreme Court of the United States in
Korematsu v. United States, 323 U.S. 214
(1944), remains on the pages of United States
legal and political history, ‘‘[als historical
precedent it stands as a constant caution
that in times of war or declared military ne-
cessity our institutions must be vigilant in
protecting constitutional guarantees’’;

Whereas the Commission on Wartime Relo-
cation and Internment of Civilians, author-
ized by Congress in 1980 to review the facts
and circumstances surrounding the reloca-
tion and internment of Japanese Americans
under Executive Order 9066 (7 Fed. Reg. 1407
(February 25, 1942)), concluded that—

(1) the decision of the Supreme Court of
the United States in Korematsu v. United
States, 323 U.S. 214 (1944), is overruled by the
court of history;

(2) a grave personal injustice was done to
the United States citizens and resident
aliens of Japanese ancestry who, without in-
dividual review or any probative evidence
against them, were excluded, removed, and
detained by the United States during World
War II; and

(3) the exclusion, removal, and detention of
United States citizens and resident aliens of
Japanese ancestry was motivated largely by
racial prejudice, wartime hysteria, and a
failure of political leadership;

Whereas the overturning of the conviction
of Fred Korematsu and the findings of the
Commission on Wartime Relocation and In-
ternment of Civilians influenced the decision
by Congress to pass the Civil Liberties Act of
1988 (50 U.S.C. 4211 et seq.) to request a Presi-
dential apology and the symbolic payment of
compensation to people of Japanese ancestry
who lost liberty or property due to discrimi-
natory actions of the Federal Government;

Whereas, on August 10, 1988, President
Reagan signed the Civil Liberties Act of 1988
(60 U.S.C. 4211 et seq.), stating, ‘‘[H]ere we
admit a wrong; here we reaffirm our commit-
ment as a nation to equal justice under the
law.”’;

Whereas, on January 15, 1998, President
Clinton awarded the Medal of Freedom, the
highest civilian award of the United States,
to Fred Korematsu, stating, ‘“[iln the long
history of our country’s constant search for
justice, some names of ordinary citizens
stand for millions of souls: Plessy, Brown,
Parks. To that distinguished list, today we
add the name of Fred Korematsu.’’;

Whereas, despite the fact that history dem-
onstrates that discriminatory actions breed
immoral, unconscionable, and unconstitu-
tional actions levied against religious, eth-
nic, and racial minorities in the name of na-
tional security, recent actions by President
Trump have publicly fanned religious, eth-
nic, and racial prejudices;

Whereas, on January 27, 2017, President
Trump issued—

(1) an Executive order that suspends for 90
days the entry into the United States of im-
migrants and nonimmigrants who are na-
tionals of 7 Muslim-majority countries, pro-
hibiting the issuance of any visa to relatives,
family members, and tourists from the 7 des-
ignated countries based solely on the nation-
ality of the individual;

(2) an Executive order indefinitely sus-
pending the admission as refugees of Syrian
nationals, even though, as of January 2017,
there are more than 4,000,000 registered Syr-
ian refugees who have fled the destructive
civil war in Syria;

(3) an Executive order slashing refugee ad-
missions numbers for fiscal year 2017 from
110,000 to 50,000, even as other countries
move to take in refugees; and
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